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in aid of works of sewerage and water-supply; and it also made it
easier for rural districts themselves to bear part of the costs of such
schemes for particular parishes by making them a district charge.
Moreover, under the subsequent Review Orders the rural districts
were reduced in number and enlarged in size; and, in Oxfordshire
at any rate, one of the considerations which determined the new
boundaries seems to have been the idea of marrying purely agricul-
tural areas of low rateable value with an expanding suburb. The
result has certainly been a considerable equalization of rate-poundages
in the different parts of the Area.
In 1913-14 rates at no less than four different levels were levied
in Oxford City itself, ranging from 43* }\d. in the parish of St. Giles
to 5 /. 3*/. in Binsey. In Oxfordshire the rates levied by rural districts,
even for general purposes only, ranged from lod. in Culham rural
district to is. id. in Witney; and those by boards of guardians from
6d. in Headington Union to is. $\d. in Witney. In addition there
were wide differences in special and parish rates. The rates raised
by the county councils were 2s. ^d. in Berkshire and zs. z\d. in
Oxfordshire. Abingdon raised a district rate of 4J\, Woodstock one
of is. "]\d^ and Wheadey one of 3j. The highest level of general
rates in the Area was thus at Abingdon (js. 2f^.); in the rural
districts property in Witney paid 5 s. of//., in Headington only $s. 8 J*/.
There is no reason to believe that the standards of valuation were
identical in the various districts, so that the differences in rate-
poundages may exaggerate, or, more probably, actually understate,
the differences in the real burden of rates on similar properties. In
1935-6, however, the general levels were higher, but the differences
were much smaller. The county rates, for general and special county
purposes, were js. 8|^. in Berkshire and 8j. ^d. in Oxfordshire;
Abingdon raised a borough rate of zs. 9^., and Woodstock one of zs.
Rural district rates for general district purposes in the five rural
districts were practically identical.1 When allowance has been made
for special and parish rates, and also for special parish credits, it
appears that the extreme variation in total rates paid in different
rural parishes was only from a minimum of 8j\ zd.9 in most of
the agricultural parishes in Berkshire, to a maximum of us. $d. in
Marston; and only six parishes and a part of a seventh paid rates of
1 Bullingdon $<?.; Witney &/.; Ploughley 5^. to 6d,; Chipping Norton &/.; Abingdon
jjrf. In Ploughley Rural District there was no uniform rate for general district purposes,
because the proceeds of the general exchequer grant were credited separately to eachj
parish, instead of being spread evenly over the whole, as was the practice in the other
districts. Thus in Islip the rate actually levied was 8 j. $d.—less than that asked by the
county alone.

